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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Examiner would like to note that the present application has been 
reassigned to a new Examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 7-1 1 and 21 -25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

5. Claim 7 is directed to a "system" comprising a plurality of "means for" performing 
various functions. The specification of the present application states that the invention 
may be implemented by "software, firmware, hardware or any combination thereof 
0170). Since the claimed system contains no limitations directed to hardware, and the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of the claimed means includes software per se, the 
claim is not limited to statutory subject matter, and is non-statutory. 
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6. Claim 21 is directed to an "apparatus" comprising a plurality of "means for" 
performing various functions. The specification of the present application states that the 
invention may be implemented by "software, firmware, hardware or any combination 
thereof 0170). Since the claimed apparatus contains no limitations directed to 
hardware, and the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claimed means includes 
software per se, the claim is not limited to statutory subject matter, and is non-statutory. 

7. All claims not individually rejected are rejected by virtue of their dependency from 
the above claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1, 3-7, 9-12, 14-16, 18-21 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Saulpaugh et al. (US 7,243,356) in view of Wireless 
Application Protocol ("Push OTA Protocol) (hereinafter W@P). 



10. 



With regard to claim 1, Saulpaugh discloses a method comprising: 
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receiving a Web service message (method invocation) at a first network entity 
(client application causes a method invocation)(col. 29, II. 38-41), the Web service 
message targeted for a second network entity (message is targeted for the service 
entity)(col. 29, II. 38-41), wherein the second network entity comprises a mobile server 
(services may run in mobile devices such as mobile phones and notebook 
computers)(col. 15, II. 30-36) that accepts incoming connection requests to invoke a 
remote procedure call (services may be operated by remote procedure calls received 
via message gates)(col. 15, II. 55-57; col. 29, II. 42-44); 

establishing a session with the second network entity (messages are exchanged 
via a secure bi-directional communication channel)(col. 21, II. 36-37); 

sending the Web service message to the second network entity to invoke the 
remote procedure call via the mobile server based on processing the Web service 
message at the second network entity (message is sent to the service to invoke a 
service method remotely)(col. 29, II. 42-44). 

Saulpaugh fails to specifically disclose that the web service message is sent via 
a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) Connection-Oriented (CO) Over-The-Air (OTA) 
push session to which a transport protocol is bound, although Saulpaugh discloses that 
the messages may be sent using "any suitable message transport" (col. 18, II. 49-52). 

W@P teaches a method of transmitting messages via a Wireless Application 
Protocol (WAP) Connection-Oriented (CO) Over-The-Air (OTA) push session, to which 
a transport protocol (HTTP) is bound (pp. 19-35). W@P discloses that this delivery 
mechanism allows messages to be delivered to a terminal in an asynchronous manner 
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(p. 9). One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that delivery of messages 
via a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) Connection-Oriented (CO) Over-The-Air 
(OTA) push session would have been a predictable variation of the numerous delivery 
methods that were known in the art at the time the invention was made. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) Connection- 
Oriented (CO) Over-The-Air (OTA) push session to deliver messages to the service 
entities since it would have been a suitable message transport that permitted 
asynchronous delivery of messages to the services to invoke service methods. 

1 1 . With regard to claim 3, W@P further discloses that the transport protocol 
includes Hypertext Transport Protocol (HTTP) (p. 19). 

12. With regard to claim 4, W@P further discloses that the transport protocol 
includes Wireless Session Protocol (WSP) (p. 11). 

1 3. With regard to claim 5, Saulpaugh further discloses that processing the Web 
service message at the second network entity comprises forming a Web service 
response message targeted for the first network entity (col. 15, II. 58-59). 

14. With regard to claim 6, the combined system of Saulpaugh and W@P discloses 
sending the Web service response message targeted for the first entity via the WAP CO 
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OTA push session using the transport protocol (response message is sent to the client; 
in the combined system the message would be returned via the WAP CO OTA push 
session )(col. 15, II. 58-59). 

1 5. Claims 7, 9-1 2, 14-16, 1 8-21 and 23-25 are rejected under the same rationale as 
claims 1 and 3-6, since they recite substantially identical subject matter. Any differences 
between the claims do not result in patentably distinct claims and all of the limitations 
are taught by the above cited art. 

16. Claims 2,8,13,17 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Saulpaugh et al. (US 7,243,356) in view of Wireless Application 
Protocol ("Push OTA Protocol) (hereinafter W@P) further in view of W3C 
Recommendation ("SOAP Version 1 .2 Part 1 )(hereinafter W3C). 

17. With regard to claim 2, while the system disclosed by Saulpaugh and W@P 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to 
specifically disclose that the Web service message includes a Simple Object Access 
Protocol (SOAP) message. 

W3C teaches using SOAP messages to represent RPC requests and responses 
in a uniform manner (p. 13). This would have been an advantageous addition to the 
system disclosed by Saulpaugh and W@P since it would have allowed messages for 
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invoking remote methods to be exchanged using a uniform, standard protocol which 
would provide greater interoperability with other systems. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use SOAP messages to transmit the Web services 
messages in a uniform and standard manner. 

18. Claims 8, 13, 17 and 22 are rejected under the same rationale as claim 2, since 
they recite substantially identical subject matter. Any differences between the claims do 
not result in patentably distinct claims and all of the limitations are taught by the above 
cited art. 

Conclusion 

19. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AARON STRANGE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3959. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Aaron Strange/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2453 



